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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CENTRAL DISTRICT 

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ) CASE NO: BC 6 0 1 6 7 0 

Plaintlff ’ ^ f 2I?f^- A,NT F0R ABATEMENT 

AND INJUNCTION 

[HEALTH & SAFETY CODE 
SECTION 11570, ETSEQ.; CIVIL 
CODE SECTION 3479, ETSEQ ■ 
BUSINESS. & PROFESSIONS CODE 
SECTION 17200, ETSEQ.] 

(Unlimited Action) 


vs. 


MAfN-SOUTH CENTRAL ASSOCIATES LP- and 
Does 1 through 50, inclusive, 

Defendants. 


PLAINTIFF, THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, alleges as follows: 

*■ INTRODUCTinM 

1 • This action (-Ac,ion", is brought and prosecuted by Plaintiff, the People of the 
State of California (the "People",, for the purpose of abating, preventing and enjoining a 
angerous gang and narcotics-related public nuisance existing a. a 36-uni. apartment complex 
e in out Los Angeles with an address commonly known as 9310 South Central 
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Avenue, Los Angeles, CA. 90002 (the ■Property",.' (Exhibit 1). For approximately the past 15 
years, the Property has served as a stronghold and epicenter for the Be Bop Bloods (“Be 
Boppers") criminal street gang. The Be Boppers is an African American gang founded in the 
late 1970's in South Los Angeles. The gang's presence is so deeply rooted in the community, | 
and at this Property in particular, that its "clique", or gang subset, is "93" because it is 
concentrated around 93rd St. and Central Ave., the intersection where the Property is located 
The Action is brought pursuant to the Narcotics Abatement Law (“NAL"), California Health and 
Safety Code section 11570, etseq,, the Public Nuisance Law ("PNL"), California Civil Code 

sections 3479-3480; and the Unfair Competition Law ("UCL"), California Business and 
Professions Code section 17200, etseq. 

This Action is filed simultaneously with another abatement lawsuit against the 
owners of a single family dwelling and attached triplex, located at 857 East 90th Street, Los 
Angeles, which is less than a 1/2 mile from the Property. The 90th Street location is a 
stronghold and "hangout" for the Family Swan Bloods ("Swans"), a rival Blood gang of the Be 
Boppers. Both gangs exist in close proximity to each other and share a common "turf" 
boundary of 92nd Street. The Property and the 857 East 90th Street location are hotbeds of 
violence, as a deadly feud between the two gangs has been ongoing for the past ten years, 
and in fact, has escalated and intensified over this past year. This current burgeoning battle is 
suspected to be the source of numerous shootings at the Property, including the recent death 
of a Be Bopper who was shot and killed while in front of the Property on September 4, 2015. 

3. The entire Property spans almost a full block and Be Boppers-some who 
reside at the Property and many who do not-exert control over the Property by maintaining a 
constant presence there. They loiter in the courtyards that separate the buildings and mark 
their territory by proudly and prominently displaying their graffiti on tree trunks, sidewalks, and 
on the entrances to the buildings. (Exhibit 2). Gang graffiti is used by Be Boppers to mark 


hlfa^fnS build !T Each th. six buildings 

6049-002-038 er ’ 3 are ^Assessor s Parcel Number (“APN”) 
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their turf, to intimidate residents and the public and to keep rival gangs away. Be Boppers 
harass and intimidate new tenants, threatening them for not seeking the gang’s -permission” to 
move into the Property. The gang's presence at and in front of the Property makes them 
targets of shootings by rival gang members, particularly the Swans, and signals to the 
neighborhood that this is the gang’s turf. Due to this overt gang occupation, the Property has 

developed into a dangerous nucleus of gun violence, thereby continually threatening the safety 
of its residents and the surrounding neighborhood. 

4. Gang members and their associates drink alcohol, smoke marijuana, and sell 
rock cocaine and marijuana at the Property. The blatant disregard for the safety of the 
residents, including children, is demonstrated by gang members and their associates who 
recklessly leave loaded firearms openly throughout the Property. In one incident, an officer 
from the California Department of Corrections was at the Property conducting a parole check 
and found a loaded semi-automatic pistol lying on the pavement in front of the Property. Gang I 
members store loaded guns in various areas in and around the Property for quick and easy 
access ,n case they need to defend themselves against rival gang fire. Juxtapose this scene 
of rampant and prolific gun presence with numerous children's bikes and tricycles that are 
scattered around the courtyards of the Property and it is a bubble waiting to burst. (Exhibit 3). 
These gun wielding gang members pose a substantial and imminent danger to the children 
and other residents who live at the Property, as well as to the community at large. Residents 
regularly call police due to "shots fired" and will subsequently find bullet holes in their vehicles 
or shell casings in the courtyards. In one incident officers arrested a gang member from an 

apartment at the Property where a loaded semi-automatic gun was recovered from the kitchen 
and the ammunition recovered from a child’s bedroom. 

Over the past 15 years, the Los Angeles Police Department (“LAPD”) has 
devoted considerable resources to suppress the criminal activity at the Property and continue 
to do so today. Since just 2011, officers have made approximately 30 arrests at the Property 
for gun possession and narcotics activity. Further, in this same time period, there have been 
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6. Eight documented shootings 2 , with six people shot, and one person killed, 17 
loaded guns recovered, with mostly all of them recovered from gang membets at the Property. 
This longstanding pernicious gang presence corrodes public safety in the surrounding 
neighborhood and causes a significantly disproportionate drain on law enforcement resources. 

7. Within the last two months alone violence at the Property has intensified and 

there have been three recent documented incidents of criminal and nuisance activity involving 
firearms: 

• Se ptember 4, 2015 - a Be Bopper was shot and killed in front of the Property; 

• Se ptember 4, 2015 - later that same day, police officers encountered a 
group of over 35 gang members and associates congregating on 
the sidewalk in front of the Property at a makeshift memorial drinking and 
smoking marijuana. (Exhibit 4). The officers observed one of the males 
discard a handgun into the bushes. The officers recovered the loaded gun 
and arrested two gang members. 

• O ctober 31, 2015 - a man was shot three times directly north of the 

Property. Police believe the suspect to be a Be-Bopper who lives at the 
Property. 


8. Directly across the street from the Property, there is a child and youth 
development center that provides mental health and substance abuse treatment to individuals, 
children and families. In addition, the violence and chaos at the Property occurs perilously 
close to two elementary schools and a church, all of which are all located within 2,000 feet of 
the Property. The constant presence of gang members at and in front of the Property only 

serves as a target for rival gang members looking to settle a score at the expense of innocent 
victims who could get caught in the gangs’ crosshairs. 

9. The Property's large size, along with Defendant's failure to implement 
appropriate security and other managerial best practices, make it so that LAPD cannot solve 


LAPD.number is likel >' significantly higher, as many times shootings do not get reported to 
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the problem by simply responding after the fact and making arrest after arrest. The 
Defendant, as owner and manager, must play a far more proactive, engaged and committed 
role than it and prior owners have, to date. The intent of this nuisance abatement prosecution 

is to stimulate such action by Defendant and to bring the dangerous and violent situation at the 
Property to a swift and permanent end. 

THE PARTIES AND THE PRQPFRTY 

A. Plaintiff 

9. Plaintiff, the People, is the sovereign power of the State of California designated 
in California Health and Safety Code section 11571 and California Code of Civil Procedure 
section 731 to be the complaining party in actions brought to abate, enjoin, and penalize 
narcotics nuisances and public nuisances, respectively. Furthermore, the City of Los Angeles 
has a population in excess of 750,000, and as such, California Business and Professions Cod< 
section 17204 authorizes Plaintiff, the People, to prosecute actions for relief under California 
Business and Professions Code section 17200, etseq. for unlawful competition. 

B. The Defendant 

10. Defendant, Main-South Central Associates, LP (“MSCA”), is a limited partnership 

and has been the record owner of the Property since at least February 2, 2012 until the 
present. 

11. The true names and capacities of defendants sued herein as Does 1 through 50, 
inclusive, are unknown to Plaintiff, who therefore sues said defendants by such fictitious 
names. When the true names and capacities of said defendants have been ascertained, 

Plaintiff will seek leave of Court to amend this complaint and to insert in lieu of such fictitious 
names the true names and capacities of said fictitiously named defendants. 

C. The Property 

12. The property is a 36-unit apartment complex located in South Los Angeles with 
addresses: 9310, 9312, 9314, 9316, 9318, 9400, 9402, 9404, 9408 and 9410 South Central 
Ave., Los Angeles, CA. 90002. The Property's legal description is “Lots 25 to 34 Inclusive of 
Tract no. 7953, in the city of Los Angeles, County of Los Angeles, State of California, as per 
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Map Recorded in Book 86 Pages 76 and 77 of Maps , in The office of the County Recorder of 
said County,” Assessor’s Parcel Number 6049-002-038. 

HI- THE NARCOTICS ABATEMENT LAW 

13. The abatement of a nuisance is a long established and well-recognized exercise 
of the state's police power. ( People v. Barbiere (1917) 33 Cal .App. 770, 775; People ex ml. 
Hicks v. Sarong Gals (1974) 42 Cal.App.3d 556, 563.) Since its enactment in 1972, the 
principal purpose of the NAL (Health & Saf. Code, § 11570, etseq.) is the abatement of 
buildings and places "used for the purpose of unlawfully selling, serving, storing, keeping, 

manufacturing, or giving away any controlled substance, precursor, or analog specified in this 
division . . . (Health & Saf. Code, § 11570). 

14. The NAL provides that every building or place used for the purpose of unlawfully 
selling, serving, storing, keeping, manufacturing, or giving away any controlled substance, 
precursor, or analog inter alia, “is a nuisance which shall be enjoined, abated, and 
prevented . . whether it is a public or private nuisance.” (Health & Saf. Code, § 11570 
(emphasis added); People ex rel Lungren v. Peron (1997) 59 Cal.App.4th 1383, 1389; Lew v. 
Superior Court (1993) 20 Cal.App.4th 866, 870-871.) 

15. Health and Safety Code section 11571 authorizes a city attorney to bring an 
action to abate, prevent and perpetually enjoin such nuisances. It provides in relevant part: 
“Whenever there is reason to believe that a nuisance as described in Section 11570 is kept, 
maintained, or exists in any county, the district attorney of the county, or the city attorney of 
any incorporated city or of any city and county, in the name of the people, may... maintain an 
action to abate and prevent the nuisance and perpetually to enjoin the person conducting or 
maintaining it, and the owner, lessee, or agent of the building or place in or upon which the 
nuisance exists from directly or indirectly maintaining or permitting the nuisance.” 

16. Health and Safety Code section 11573(a) provides that: “If the existence of the 
nuisance is shown in the action to the satisfaction of the court or judge, either by verified 
complaint or affidavit, the court or judge shall allow a temporary restraining order or injunction 
to abate and prevent the continuance or recurrence of the nuisance." (Emphasis added.) In 
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add,,,on, Health and Safety Code section 11581 provides, as an additional remedy, for,he 
removal and sale of all fixtures and movable property on the premises used in aiding or 
abetting the nuisance and for the closure of the building for up to one year. 

IV. THE PUBLIC NUISANCF l aw 

17. The Public Nuisance Law ("PNL”), Civil Code section 3479, defines a public 
nuisance as Tajnything which is injurious to health, including, but not limited to, the illegal sale 
of controlled substances, or is indecent or offensive to the senses, or an obstruction to the free | 
use of property, so as to interfere with the comfortable enjoyment of life or property ■ (See 

Cty of Bakersfield , Milter ( 1966) 64 Ca,.2d 93, 99 ('The Legislature has defined in general 
♦erms the word ‘nuisance 1 in Civil Code section 3479...”)). 

18. Civil Code section 3480 defines a public nuisance as “one which affects at the 
same time an entire community or neighborhood, or any considerable number of persons, 
although the extent of the annoyance or damage inflicted upon individuals may be unequal.' 

1 9. In particular, gang activity, such as drug dealing, loitering, consumption of alcohol 
and illegal drugs, and boisterous conduct which creates a "hooligan-like atmosphere- 
cons,itutes a public nuisance. (People ex rei. Gallo v. Aeuna (1997) 14 Cal.4,h 1090 1120) 
Furthermore, case law is “replete with examples' of the "threat violent street gangs ... pose to 
the safety of peaceful Californians.' (Castaneda v. Olsher (2007) 41 Cal.4th 1205 1216) In 
a case involving gang-related gunfire similar to wha, is occurring a, the Property here the 
California Supreme Court explicitly recognfeed tha, "(sjtree, gang activity can often subject” 
innocent bystanders "to unacceptable levels of risk.' (Id.) In Medina v. HHtshore Partner 
(1995) 40 Cal.App.4th 477,486, involving a wrongful death claim by the mother of a young 
man shot by gang members a, an apartment complex, the Court said, 'We agree tha, the 
congregation of gangs poses a foreseeable risk of harm to the public.' In particular, the whole 
spectrum of typical street gang conduct, ranging from loitering, to public drinking and 
boisterousness, to drug dealing, to gunfire, has been held to 'easily meet the statutory 

standard- for a public nuisance under Civil Code section 3479. ( People ex ret. Gallo v. Acuna 
(1997) 14 Cal.4th 1090, 1120.) 
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20. Civil Code section 3491 provides for the methods by which public nuisances 
such as those alleged herein may be abated. Civil Code section 3491 states that the 
“remedies against a public nuisance are indictment or information, a civil action or abatement. 
Abatement is "accomplished by a court of equity by means of an injunction proper and suitable 
to the facts of each case." ( Sullivan v. Royer ( 1887) 72 Cal. 248, 249; see also People v. 

Selby Smelting and Lead Co. (1912) 163 Cal.84, 90 f[l]n California, the rule is well established! 
hat in proper cases injunctive relief which accomplishes the purposes of abatement without its 
harsh features is permissible.”)). 

21. Code of Civil Procedure section 731 authorizes a city attorney to bring an action 
o en j° in or abate a P ublic nuisance. It provides, in relevant part, “[a] civil action may be 
brought in the name of the people of the State of California to abate a public nuisance ... by 
the city attorney of any town or city in which such nuisance exists.” 

22. Where a building or other property is so used as to make it a nuisance under the 
statute, the nuisance may be abated . . . , notwithstanding that the owner had no knowledge 
that it was used for the unlawful purpose constituting a nuisance." ( People ex ret. Bradford v. 
Barbiere (1917) 33 Cal.App. 770, 779; see also Sturges v. Charles L Harney, Inc. (1958) 165 
Cal.App.2d 306, 318 ("a nuisance and liability therefore may exist without negligence"); People\ 
v. McCadden (1920) 48 Cal.App. 790, 792 ("A judgment supported on findings that such 
nuisance was conducted and maintained on the premises in question, regardless of the 
knowledge of the owner thereof, is sufficient. Such knowledge on the part of the owner... is 
unnecessary."); People v. Peterson (1920) 45 Cal.App. 457, 460 ("[l]t was not necessary 
for the trial court to find either, that the [defendants] threatened, and unless restrained, would 
continue to maintain, aid, and abet, the nuisance, or that they knew the building was used in 

violation of the act-The existence of the nuisance was the ultimate fact in this case, and 

having been found, supports the judgment.").) This is because "the object of the act is not to 
punish; its purpose is to effect a reformation of the property itself." ( People v. Bayside Land 
Co. (1920) 48 Cal.App. 257, 261.) 

Ill 
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V- UNFAIR COMPETITION LAW 

23. The practices forbidden by the state Unfair Competition Law at Business and 
Professions Code section 17200 et seq. (“UCL”) include any practices forbidden by law, be 
they criminal, federal, state, municipal, statutory, regulatory or court-made. As the California 
Supreme Court has explained, the UCL “’borrows’ violations of other laws and treats them as 
unlawful practices independently actionable under section 17200 et seq." (South Bay 
Chevrolet v. General Motors Acceptance Corp. (1999) 72 Cal.App.4th 861, 880 (internal 
citations and quotation marks omitted)). 

24. As proscribed by the UCL, “[a]n 'unlawful business activity’ includes anything that 
can properly be called a business practice and that at the same time is forbidden by law." 
(People v. McKale (1979) 25 Cal.Sd 626, 632.) The ownership and operation of a large rental 
apartment complex, such as the Property, by sophisticated nonresident owners and managers 
doing so for the purposes of profit, is, axiomatically, a business under the UCL. (See People 
ex. rel. City of Santa Monica v. Gabriel (2010) 186 Cal.App.4th 882, 888 [“The renting of 
residential housing is a business.”].) Thus, when a property owner conducts, maintains or 

permits a nuisance that is unlawful under the PNL and NAL to exist on the premises of such a 
property, it is a violation of the UCL. 

25. Moreover, the UCL casts a broad net. “Any person performing or proposing to 
perform an act of unfair competition may be enjoined . . .” (Bus. & Prof. Code, § 17203; 
emphasis added.) The term person includes “natural persons, corporations, firms, 
partnerships, joint stock companies, associations and other organizations of persons.” (Bus. & 
Prof. Code, § 17201.) The courts have expanded section 17200’s net beyond direct liability to 
include common law doctrines of secondary liability where the liability of each defendant is 
predicated on his or her personal participation in the unlawful practices. ( People v. Toomey 

(1985) 157 Cal.App.3d 1, 14; Emery v. Visa Int’l Service Ass’n (2002) 95 Cal.App.4th 952, 

960 .) 

Ill 

III 
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26. Civil actions under the UCL may be brought in the name of the People of the 
State of California by any city attorney of a city having a population in excess of 750.000 (Bus. 

| & Profs. Code, § 17204), such as the City of Los Angeles. A public entity can sue pursuant to 
section 17200 based on violations of its own municipal code, state law, or other local 

ordinance. (People v. Thomas Shelton Powers, M.D., Inc. (1992) 2 Cal.App.4th 330, 338- 
339.) 

27. Defendants engaging in violations of the UCL may be enjoined in any court of 

8 competent jurisdiction. (Bus. & Profs. Code, § 17203.) A court may make such orders or 

9 judgments, including appointment of a receiver, as may be necessary to prevent the use or 

10 employment by any person of any practice constituting unfair competition. (Id.) 

11 28. Although no case has specifically been called upon to define the term -business' 

12 in section 17200, courts have frequently given a broad reading to the provisions of the UCL so 

13 as to effect its broad remedial purposes. (See, e g., Barquis v. Merchants Collection Ass'n 

14 (1972) 7 Cal.3d 94,111-113.) An enterprise engaged entirely in criminal conduct such as the 

15 manufacture of illegal drugs or obscene matter is a business for purposes of section 17200. 

16 People V. Inc (1980) 106 Cal.App.3d 315, 320-321.) Moreover, recent amendments 

to section 17200 make clear that even a one-time act of misconduct can constitute a violation 
of the UCL. (Klein v. Earth Elements, Inc (1997) 59 Cal.App.4th 965, 969.) 

29. Further, the ownership and operation of a rental apartment complex is, 
axiomatically, a business. (See People ex net. City of Santa Monica v. Gabriel (2010), 186 
Cal.App.4th 882, 888 (‘The renting of residential housing is a business.”); see also Barquis v. 
Merchants Collection Assri, (1972) 7 Cal.3d 94, 111-113 (giving a broad meaning of the UCL 
so as to effect its broad remedial purposes)). Thus, when a property owner conducts, 
maintains or permits a nuisance that is unlawful under the NAL and/or PNL to exist on the 

premises of such a business, it is a violation of the UCL. (See San Francisco v. Sainez (2000) 

77 Cal.App.4th 1302, 1323.) 
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VI. 


FIRST CAUSE O F ACTION FOR NARCOTICS ABATEMENT 
[Health and Safety Code Section 11570, etseq.] 

Against All Defendants and DOES 1 through 50] 

30. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 29 of this 
Complaint and makes them part of the First Cause of Action, as if fully set forth herein. 

31. The Property has been, from an exact date unknown, but since at Ieast2010, and 
is currently, being used for the purposes of unlawfully selling, serving, storing, keeping, 

manufacturing or giving away controlled substances in violation of Health and Safety Code 
section 11570, et seq. 

32. Defendant, and DOES 1 through 50, are responsible for conducting, maintaining, 
and/or directly or indirectly permitting the nuisance as alleged herein. Plaintiff has no plain, 
speedy and adequate remedy at law and unless Defendants, and DOES 1 through 50, are 
restrained and enjoined by order of this Court, they will continue to use, occupy and maintain, 
and/or to aid, abet or permit, directly or indirectly, the use, occupation and maintenance of the 
Property, together with the fixtures and appurtenances located therein, for the nuisance 

complained of herein, to the great and irreparable damage of the public and in violation of 
California law. 

VII- SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION FOR PUBLIC NUISANCE 
[Civil Code section 3479, etseq.] 

Against All Defendants and DOES 1 through 50] 

33. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference Paragraphs 1 through 32 of this 

Complaint and makes them part of this Second Cause of Action as though fully set forth 
herein. 

34. Since at least 2010, through the present time, the Property has been owned, 
operated, occupied, used, and/or directly or indirectly permitted to be occupied and used, in 
such a manner as to constitute a public nuisance in violation of Civil Code sections 3479 and 
3480. The public nuisance, as described herein, is injurious to health, indecent or offensive to 
the senses, and/or an obstruction to the free use of property, so as to substantially and 
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unreasonably interfere with the comfortable enjoyment of life or property by those persons 
living in the surrounding community. The public nuisance consists of, but is not limited to, the 
constant, menacing, intimidating, violent and disorderly presence of resident and non-resident 
gang members and/or associates at the Property; the regular occurrence of gunfire at the 
Property; the sale and possession of rock cocaine and marijuana at the Property; and the 
numerous unlawful handguns that are stored and possessed by gang members and/or 
associates on and around the Property, which provide the gang with quick and easy access 
when faced with the threat of rival gangs or law enforcement. 

35. Defendant, and DOES 1 through 50, in owning, conducting, maintaining, and/or 
permitting the use of the Property, directly or indirectly, as a public nuisance, have engaged in 
wrongful conduct and caused a serious threat to the general health, safety and welfare of the 
law-abiding tenants at the Property and persons in the area surrounding the Property. 

36. Unless Defendant, and DOES 1 through 50, are restrained and enjoined by order 
of this Court, they will continue to use, occupy and maintain, and to aid, abet or permit, directly 
or indirectly, the use, occupation, and maintenance of the Property, together with the fixtures 
and appurtenances located therein, for the purpose complained of herein, to the great and 
irreparable damage of Plaintiff and in violation of California law. 

Vl11 - THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION FOR UNFAIR COMPETITION 
[Business and Professions Code Section 17200, etseq. - 
Against All Defendants and DOES 1 through 50] 

37. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 36 of this 
Complaint and makes them part of this Third Cause of Action, as if fully set forth herein. 

38. Ownership and rental of residential housing, such as the Property is a business. 
When the owner and/or manager of such a business violates the NAL and/or PNL such that a 
nuisance exists and flourishes at the business’ premises, as alleged herein, it is also a 
violation of the UCL. 

39. Defendants and DOES 1-50 have violated the UCL by engaging in the following 
unlawful or unfair business acts and practices: conducting, maintaining and/or permitting, 
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directly or indirectly, narcotics activity at the Property amounting to violations of the NAL as 

alleged herein; and/or conducting, maintaining and/or permitting, directly or indirectly, narcotics 

and other gang-related criminal and/or nuisance activity at the Property, as alleged herein, in 
violation of the PNL. 

40. Plaintiff has no adequate remedy at law, and unless Defendant and DOES 1-50 
are restrained by this Court they will continue to commit unlawful business practices or acts, 
thereby causing irreparable injury and harm to the public’s welfare. 

PRAYER 

WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF PRAYS THAT THIS COURT ORDER, ADJUDGE AND 
DECREE AS FOLLOWS: 

AS TO TH E FIRST CAUSE OF ACTinM 

1. That Defendant, DOES 1 through 50, and the Property, be declared in violation 
of Health and Safety Code section 11570, etseq. 

2. That the Property, together with the fixtures and moveable property therein and 
thereon, be found to constitute a public nuisance and be permanently abated as such in 
accordance with Section 11581 of the California Health and Safety Code. 

3. That the Court grant a preliminary injunction, permanent injunction and order of 
abatement in accordance with Section 11570, et. seq. of the California Health and Safety 
Code, enjoining and restraining each Defendant and their agents, officers, employees and 
anyone acting on their behalf, from unlawfully selling, serving, storing, keeping, manufacturing, I 

or giving away controlled substances on the Property, and/or directly or indirectly maintaining 
or permitting such nuisance activity. 

4. That the court order physical and managerial improvements to the Property in 
accordance with Health and Safety Code section 11573.5, and such orders as are otherwise 
appropriate, to remedy the nuisance on the Property and enhance the abatement process, 
including but not limited to, the following: an internet-connected video monitoring system 
accessible by LAPD; improved lighting: sufficiently secure gating and fencing; improved tenant 
screening and lease enforcement procedures; armed, licensed security guards; and prohibiting 
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known gang members from accessing the Property. 

5. That the Court order a partner, manager and/or agent of Defendant to reside at 
the Property until the nuisance is abated, in accordance with California Health and Safety 
Code section 11573.5(f)(1)(h). 

6. That as part of the Judgment, an Order of Abatement be issued, and that the 
roperty be closed for a period of one year, not to be used for any purpose, and be under the 

control and custody of this Court for said period of time; or, in the alternative, if the Court 
deems such closure to be unduly harmful to the community, that Defendant, and DOES 1 
through 50, pay an amount of damages equal to the fair market rental value of the Properly for 
one year to the City or County in whose jurisdiction the nuisance is located in accordance with 
Health and Safety Code section 11581 subdivision (c)(1). 

7. That each Defendant and Does 1 -50 each be assessed a civil penalty in an 
amount not to exceed twenty-five thousand dollars ($25,000.00) each. 

8. That all fixtures and moveable property used in conducting, maintaining, aiding oi] 
abetting the nuisance at the Property be removed by the LAPD and sold in the manner 
provided for the sale of chattels under execution. Said fixtures and property shall be 
inventoried and a list prepared and filed with this court. 

9. That there shall be excepted from said sale, such property to which title is 
established in some third party not a defendant, nor agent, officer, employee or servant of any 
defendant in this proceeding. 

10. That the proceeds from said sale be deposited with this court for payment of the 
fees and costs of sale. Such costs may occur in closing said Property and keeping it closed, 

removal of said property, and Plaintiffs costs in the Action, including attorneys' fees, and such 
other costs as the Court shall deem proper. 

11. That if the proceeds of the sale do not fully discharge all such costs, fees and 
allowances, the Property shall also be sold under execution issued upon the order of the court 
or judge and the proceeds of such sale shall be applied in a like manner. That any excess 
monies remaining after payment of approved costs shall be delivered to the owner of said 
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Property. Ownership shall be established to the satisfaction of this court. 

12. That Defendant, DOES 1 through 50, and any agents, trustees, officers, 
employees and anyone acting on their behalf, and their heirs and assignees, be perpetually 
enjoined from transferring, conveying, or encumbering any portion of the Property, for 
consideration or otherwise, without first obtaining the Court’s prior approval. 

13. That Defendant, and DOES 1 through 50, be ordered to immediately notify any 
transferees, purchasers, commercial lessees, or other successors in interest to the subject 
Property of the existence and application of any temporary restraining order, preliminary 
injunction, or permanent injunction to all prospective transferees, purchasers, commercial 
lessees, or other successors in interest, before entering into any agreement to sell, lease or 

transfer the Property, for consideration or otherwise, all or any portion of the Property that is 
the subject of this Action. 

14. That Defendant, and DOES 1 through 50, be ordered to immediately give a 
complete, legible copy of any temporary restraining order and preliminary and permanent 

injunctions to all prospective transferees, purchasers, lessees, or other successors in interest 
to the Property. 

15. That Defendant, and DOES 1 through 50, be ordered to immediately request and 
procure signatures from all prospective transferees, purchasers, lessees, or other successors 
in interest to the subject Property, which acknowledges his/her respective receipt of a 
complete, legible copy of any'temporary restraining order, preliminary and permanent 
injunction, and deliver a copy of such acknowledgment to the Los Angeles City Attorney’s 
Office, c/o Deputy City Attorney Kim Erickson or her designee. 

16. That Plaintiff recover the costs of this action, including law enforcement 
investigative costs and any fees, including attorneys’ fees, authorized by law, not to exceed 
$1,000,000.00, from Defendants and DOES 1 through 50. 

Ill 

III 
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AS TO THE SE COND CAUSE OF ACTION 

1 That Defendant and DOES 1 through 50, be declared in violation of Civil Code 
section 3479, et seq. 

2 That the Property, together with the fixtures and moveable property therein and 

thereon, be declared a public nuisance and be permanently abated as such in accordance with 
Civil Code section 3491. 

3. That each Defendant and their, agents, officers, employees and anyone acting on, 
their behalf, and their heirs and assignees, be preliminarily and perpetually enjoined from 
operating, conducting, using, occupying, or in any way permitting the use of the Property as a 
publ,c nuisance. Such orders should include, but not be limited to physical and managerial 
improvements to the Property, and such other orders as are appropriate to remedy the 
nuisance on the Property and enhance the abatement process. 

4. Such costs as may occur in abating said nuisance at the Property and such other 
costs as the Court shall deem just and proper. 

5. That Plaintiff be granted such other and further relief as the Court deems just and 
proper, including closure and/or demolition of the Property. 

AS TO THE THIR D CAUSE OF ACTION 

1 • That Defendant, and DOES 1 through 50, be declared in violation of Business 
and Professions Code section 17200. 

That each Defendant, as well as their, agents, heirs, successors, and anyone 

acting on their behalf, be permanently enjoined from maintaining, operating, or permitting any 

unlawful or unfair business acts or practices in violation of Business and Professions Code 
section 17200. 

3. That the Court grant a preliminary and/or permanent injunction prohibiting each 
Defendant, as well as their partners, managers, agents, heirs, successors, and anyone acting 
on its behalf, from engaging in the unlawful or unfair acts and/or practices described herein at 
the Property and in the City of Los Angeles. Such orders should include physical and 
managerial improvements to the Property. 
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4 That, pursuant to Business and Professions Code section 17206, each 
Defendant be assessed a civil penalty of Two Thousand Five Hundred Dollars ($2,500) for 
each and every act of unfair competition. 

5. That, pursuant to the Court's equitable power and Business and Professions 
Code section 17203, the Court make such orders or judgments, including appointment of a 

receiver, to eliminate the unfair competition alleged herein. 

AS TO ALL CAUSES OF ACTION 

1. That Plaintiff recover the amount of the filing fees and the amount of the fee for 
the service of process or notices which would have been paid but for Government Code 
section 6103.5, designating it as such. The fees may, at the Court's discretion, include the 
amount of the fees for certifying and preparing transcripts. 

2. That Plaintiff be granted such other and further relief as the Court deems just andl 


proper. 


DATED: November 20, 2015 


Respectfully submitted, 

MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attorney 
JONATHAN CRISTALL, Assistant City Attorney 

^r/^)0 nir»\ii\A fairing , _ 

I MB ERL Y X) ERIC KS O N 
AttorneysTdfPlaintiff, THE PEOPLE OF THE 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
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CZZ] A6141 Sister State Judgment 

d] A 6160 Abstract of Judgment 

ofSSSfSo, A6W7 C °" fessi °" - 

I - 1 A 6140 Administrative Agency Award (not unpaid taxes) 

□ A6114 Petition/Certificate for Entry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax 
LJ A6112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case 


_ RIC0 ( 27 ) _I-1 A6033 Racketeering (RICO) Case 

OO A6030 Declaratory Relief Only 

(NotsSS m Ae; (42 ) 5 A604 ° * n ^ unc,ive R e,ie f Only (not domestic/harassment) 

L_J A 6011 Other Commercial Complaint Case (non-tort/non-complex) 
_______________ -1 A600 ° Other Civil Complaint (non-tort/n on-complex) 

Partnership Corporation V |- 1 __ __ 

Governance (21) 1 - 1 At>113 Partnership and Corporate Governance Case 


Other Petitions 
(Not Specified Above) 
(43) 


□ A6113 Pa rtnership and Corporate Governance Case 

L I A6121 Civil Harassment 

(ZD A6123 Workplace Harassment 

CD A6124 Elder/Dependent Adult Abuse Case 

I-1 A6190 Election Contest 

Cm A 6110 Petition for Change of Name 

□ A6170 Petition for Relief from Late Claim Law 
CCO A 6100 Other Civil Petition 



1 ., 2 ., 8 . 


1 ., 2 ., 8 . 
1 ., 2 ., 8 . 


2., 3., 9. 

2., 3.. 9. 

2., 3., 9. 

2 . 

2., 7. 

2-, 3., 4., 8. 
2., 9. 
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short title: Psopl© v. Main-South Cantral Associates, LP; Gt al. 


CASE NUMBER 

BC_ 


Item III. Statement of Location: Enter the address of the accident, party’s residence or place of business, performance, or other 
circumstance indicated in Item II., Step 3 on Page 1, as the proper reason for filing in the court location you selected. 


REASON: Check the appropriate boxes for the numbers shown 
under Column C for the type of action that you have selected for 
this case. 

□ 1.E2.a3O4.n5.n6.a7.IZ».IZ19.DI0. 

address: 9310 , 9312, 9314, 9316, 9318, 9400, 9402, 

9404, 9408, and 9410 South Central Avenue 

CFTY: STATE: ZIP CODE: 

Los Anqeles CA 90002 



Item IV. Declaration of Assignment: I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true 

and correct and that the above-entitled matter is properly filed for assignment to the Stanley Mosk -courthouse in the 

Central __ District of the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles [Code Civ. Proc., § 392 et seq., and Local 

Rule 2.0, subds. (b), (c) and (d)]. 


Dated: November 20. 2015 




_ 


"(SIGNATURE OF / 

Kimberh 


t)KNEY/FILING PARTY) 

rickson, Deputy City Atty. 


PLEASE HAVE THE FOLLOWING ITEMS COMPLETED AND READY TO BE FILED IN ORDER TO PROPERLY 
COMMENCE YOUR NEW COURT CASE: 

1. Original Complaint or Petition. 

2. If filing a Complaint, a completed Summons form for issuance by the Clerk. 

3. Civil Case Cover Sheet, Judicial Council form CM-010. 

4. Civil Case Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement of Location form, LACIV 109, LASC Approved 03-04 (Rev. 
03/11). 

5. Payment in full of the filing fee, unless fees have been waived. 

6 . A signed order appointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judicial Council form CIV-010, if the plaintiff or petitioner is a 
minor under 18 years of age will be required by Court in order to issue a summons. 

7. Additional copies of documents to be conformed by the Clerk. Copies of the cover sheet and this addendum 
must be served along with the summons and complaint, or other initiating pleading in the case. 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA COUNTY OE I n« .Mrti ro 
NOT,C Case C Nu S mbT ,GNMENT ' LNUMITED C,V,L CASE^i CLASS ACTION* 

Umer ~--- S ^ 6 01s7a 

IB IS FORM IS TO BE SERVED W. T H THE SUMM ON a mh ™,»n. a " ' V 

ill purposes to the iudoe inHirat«i h.i TL ■_ . .-- wumrLAiw I 


— 

ASSIGNED JUDGE 

Hon. Kevin C. Brazile 

DEPT 

1 

ROOM 

534 


ASSIGNED JUDGE 

Hon. Elizabeth Allen White 

DEPT 

48 

ROOM 

506 


—-— 

Hon. Barbara A. Meiers 

12 

636 


Hon. Deirdre Hill 

49 

509 



Hon. Terry A. Green 

14 

300 


Hon. Teresa A. Beaudet 

50 

508 



Hon. Richard Fruin 

15 

307 


Hon. Michael J. Raphael 

51 

511 



Hon. Rita Miller 

16 

306 


Hon. Susan Bryant-Deason 

52 

510 



Hon. Richard E. Rico 

17 

309 


Hon. Steven J. Kleifield 

53 

513 



Hon. Stephanie Bowick 

19 

311 


Hon. Ernest M. Hiroshige 

54 

512 



Hon. Dalila Corral Lyons 

20 

310 


Hon. Malcolm H. Mackey 

55 

515 



Hon. Robert L. Hess 

24 

314 


Hon. Michael Johnson 

56 

514 



Hon. Yvette M. Palazuelos 

28 

318 


Hon. Rolf M. Treu 

58 

516 



Hon. Barbara Scheper 

30 

400 


Hon. Gregory Keosian 

61 

732 



Hon. Samnntha Jessner 

31 

407 


Hon. Michael L. Stern 

62 

600 



Hon. Mary H. Strobel 

32 

406 


Hon. Mark Mooney 

68 

617 



Hon. Michnel P. Linfield 

34 

408 


Hon. William F. Fahey 

^69^) 

621 



Hon. Gregory Alarcon 

36 

410 


Hon. Suzanne G. Bruguera 

71 

729 



Hon. Marc Marmaro 

37 

413 


Hon. Ruth Ann Kwan 

72 

731 



Hon. Maureen Duffy-Lewis 

38 

412 


Hon. Rafael Ongkeko 

73 

733 



Hon. Elizabeth Feffer 

39 

415 


Hon. Teresa Sanchez-Gordon 

74 

735 



Hon. Michelle R. Rosenblatt 

40 

414 


Hon. Gail Ruderman Feuer 

78 

730 



Hon. Holly E. Kendig 

42 

416 







Hon. Mel Red Recann 

45 

529 


Hon. Emile H. Elias 

324 

ccw 



Hon. Frederick C. Shaller 

46 

500 


* Provisionally Complex 

Non-class Action Cases 

Assignment is Pending 

Comnlex Deform in atinn 





Hon. Oebre K. Weintraub 

47 

507 


324 

ccw 


*p Artl „,_ 





£caZ?J the Supervising Judge of the Complex Litigation Program 

pursuant to Local Rule 3*3(k). This procedure is for the minin'* «r AVC ‘- *** * n * e M 90005), for complex/non-complex determination 
California Rules of Court, rule 3 400 Denendinv nn th ^ ^ , aMe5Sln B whether or not the case is complex within the meaning of 

Complex U,*.,,.. ^.«SSSSKK*** **- - - **>+- — 


C,V “ -'■ to «^. mp „ in .„ t , ATOnley of R^^O_SHERRI R. CARTER, E,«. U „ o—O- 

By Kristina Vargas Deputy cierk 
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR HANDLING UNLIMITED CIVIL CASES 


Tl* following critical provisions of dm chapter Three Rules, as applieahle in Ihe Central District, a* summarize, for your assistance. 

application 

The Chapter Three Rules were effective January 1, 1994. They apply to all general civil cases. 

PRIORITY O VER OTHER pm 

The Chapter Three Rules shall have priority over all other Local Rules to the extent the others are inconsistent. 

CHALLENGE TO ASSIGNF.n JUDCF. 

judge, or if a party ^stw^ye^^pe^d^^thb Todays of t^firetappe^anc^'^ ” ^ ^ "° tiCe ° f assi 6 nment for al1 P UI P oses *o * 

TIME STANPARns 

Cams assign*! to the Individual Calendaring Court will be subject to processing under the following time sumdards: 

COMPLAINTS: All complaints shall be served within 60 days of filing and proof of service shall be filed within 90 days of filing. 

filed. Crosscomplaints shallhetetved^hhta'lo^^oflSe fifiSu dM 1, n ° cr ° S3 ‘ C ? m , plaint "V be filed by any party alter their answer is 

dc servea witnm JO days of the filing date and a proof of service filed within 60 days of the filing date. 

CounselSllSSe^ah‘ " 0 ^ 270 dayS after the flIing ° f the com P Iai ^- 

witnesses. P S **“ f ° l,0W,ng ,ssues: alternatlve d'spute resolution, bifurcation, settlement, trial date, and expert 

FINAL ST ATUS CONFF.R F.Nfir 

^imbt b1!!r^ 10 days before the trial to have timely filed and served all motions 

instructions and special jury verdicts These matters mav J hXd and’ d,s P os ' t,ve mot,ons ' requested jury instructions, and special jury 
counsel must also have exchanged lists of exhibits and whne^fTandh resolvedat *J» S conference. At least 5 days before this conference, 
the jury panel as required by Copter ‘° ** court a brief statement of the case to be read to 

SANCTIONS 

SELXhS!:::: st'xrzrrr* c »^ - 

counsel for the party. ^ ^ ter ^ lree Such sanctions may be on a party or if appropriate on 

guarantee againsfthe im^tionofsanctfon^^^ on,y t0 the ® bove P rovisio,,s “ therefore not a 

actual Chapter Rules is *** Careful reading and with the 
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VOLUNTA RY EFFICIENT LITIGATION STIPULATIONS 

The Early Organizational Meeting Stipulation. Discovery 
esolutton Stipulation, and Motions in Umine Stipulation are 
voluntary stipulations entered into by the parties. The parties 

1JLT ^ ° ne ' * IK> ' W ** three the stipulations' 
"■» alter the stipulations as written 
|*9cause the court wants to ensure uniformity of application 
^Tlafon. « -n, to encourage 
t***™ the parties and to assist in resoMng issues in a 
'* 0,note * —* <*« 

7»e Mowtag organizations endorse the goal of 

Prom °“ nfl "***» and as* Mat comae/ 

«»»«»• «»*i9 Oiese altputofcns „ . 

and aahaMorwrtto/Wrty^soAetssoeafcdiafr eases 

♦Loe Angeles County Bar Association USgatlon SecSon+ 

♦ Lo» Angeles County Bar Assoctatton 

Libor Employment Law Section# 
♦Consumer Attonwy. Amodetlon of Lo. Ang*m* 
♦Southern CaMbmta Defense Counsel# 
♦Assoctatton of Bwlness Trial Lawyer 
♦CsWomta Employment Lawyers Assoctatton# 
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9 ATT0 ** r « ^Miv WITHOUT AITOM: 




"Mn4ha>virbi^ 


*^*££SZ% 

AnOWHEVFoirlgg 


FAXMOtQpfc^j. 


w CA ^WNIA, countyqf l ns amqfi f « 



WUUHON -DISCOVERY resolution 




1 

1 ^^5S5S^^«agag; 

w^yorhwrtfcB. or an Informal Diacovwy Conference, either 

3- Folmidinj * Wowhia Mtd mm i f-m_ - 

KSSi* InfciSS^^ «°* 

(wl2S^!? < f!T y J l ?»*>»nc» »Wit» d«V. oWlo. on gw 

^™ G ’ ■" d-w • <»»lNy. tanfennd copy to ft, 

! * ^ m^hod d ^ 

c ° ii,,, *" o ** ioii, » r »Mn^hrM£SL^2yriJ!?^^i* , ^*^ g >*"«i ■>»»«» 
—«» "WMTION^oiswv^ywaouinoil 


War OtMUM 



caw until 


iv. 


B* ^ < 2 > ««• <*• 0 f reel* o, m. R6qU e* and 

™*W<I Of service ** “*»>ized or agreed upon 

later than the next court day (blowing tho 1%^*^ Party receives the Answer no 

4 £ 3 ^ Conference 

S?-* * 1 1 .-»*» Court«ch on"*" »** bo dwread(o haw 

Ooyaof »w«nB oftieRaqueaiaxWn nSnh!!?^ .^.^^^^* 111 * *** 1 *» l »oty 1201 

* »!--»■»o>^ te 

®£MKSr ^ msm 

4. If (a) Ha Court tm dM«i ■ * 

—^fco.Cout (wdng *™> de«*». ebov. Ire. 

■^oMogOre ■■ SSS 5£ 

SESf ,nfcm - «■—» 

SSSJ-* •" 

1 *"" *» reW, hdu^ 

*""*^**>0KMon' Wl ** |xi * l ° n a^ng l»an<iHine (21) daw nrtlr. * i^tnt to 

Ore. Ibr pwfomans 


£«*PlwiWl! 

ftrOMMUH 


3mjUTK,N ’ ^^covery resolution 


PW2<*3 



Th« following parties stipulate: 
Date: 






•nearly stag* In 


^ TI» poritoe commit to 




■Hinad, to dbduaa and canJSr 


■• Ara mbOona to chafaua *• _ 

■wndhioii t ■• of SK KJJfJy If «* toaua 


_«i bo m aotood by 

ontontf, could an amonded 


cannot 
on demurre r, or 


b. 


°*!» in* * -STS' *"• 

e was 

core.’), ntomtonanoa lacanto could bo «*wMare d 

E **^ofn Wl ndcoi^infan«ion 


4 ^y *" 0 *. H 1 —naK lm hmv h. 




-’^KSBKsassaBsjSs 



oouh^S ,n ** A#6ma,iVe DfepUt ® ReSolution (ADR) Information Package" served with the 

^oownenb. not privileged or protected from dsdosure, on 
i* Whether the case h «iiKu il, - _ 

A rsBaaaaaa—• 

' K^S5SK5aa*“———— 

Eilil i! <35 p£2£ ISSL 0 !^™"'^Cahjaaeieibx 



• nPuunuw - “«■» urommuikmul win 






J 



0 Jaias5s=s2--« 




I OP AnDHMraiffMTTY WITHOUT ATTtMVY; 


MMMbobnrbi 


TELEPHONE NQ: 
»MLW«»(qpta4 
_AngKNIYFQRIHnt 


FAXMO.(Opfan^: 


OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY qp j Qg ANGFi Fff 


STIPULATION AND ORDER - MOTIONS IN« «m, ne t 

Thh amputation to tatondad to provkta tot *~a m__ 


Each onepwgr^explwaflrin^ISwSSlI^^*** pnjpoaad motion in 

motion tahtoaindthogroun<ta for propoJadmoi^ Wb ** B ^ ^ * **^ pCDp0 ^ 


2 . The perflae ImNRir ml nnei end r«nfa ■ . 

* w, 000 < ’*n»n«. concinihu iimwp^ ? {”*"> f «<■ Maconhrencs or 

pafnMiMnntw; P™PO«w motion, In Mm. In tat ml wd confer, lie 

a. VWiaiiar th# portlet cm «ttn«ffot n u .. 
b )""*!?** of *" pnjpowd motion. 



«_ f ^ wyedlw portions of the 
for Mng the abort joint atatamant of 


3. AfpropoMdmoliona In Imtao that ara not aMmm>hw> 

a miort/oM atatamant of inueawt^etafatadiMrifltofif^^^^^^^^ 0 ^^ 

RubaorCourtantflhe Loa Angeles 


---__ 

»«“ «npuuiwwAwo W ^.i KmnM , B ,, MM 7 


The following parties stipulate: 

Me: 

rrVPC no oo«&rr ---— 

> 


(Me: 



(Al lOHNfcV l-OR PLAINTIFF) - 


(twE OR PRINT NAME) --- ■ 

> 


un 

(TYPE OH PRIMrNAifln—-■ 

> 

V»! roAhEY HJH UffBONH) 

Date: 



~(AI I0RNEY FOR OEFBDANT) - 


(fVFEORPRMFNAME)- 

> 


Ode: 


> 

IATTOWt KIR DEFENDANT) 

OSk 



“(AlrORMYliOR ---j — 

(Mac 




THE COURT 80 ORDERS. 
Dale: 




